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rereading the ruling. It is improving
every time he reads. But I would ask
this question. Can a Member during the
course of a 1-minute make any ref-
erence to an activity of another Mem-
ber, including the Speaker, which has
taken place outside this Chamber?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Based
on the precedents, only a factual ref-
erence can be made.

Mr. DURBIN. A factual reference can
be made.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without
any suggestions whatsoever of impro-
priety.

Mr. DURBIN. One further inquiry.
Does this limitation in terms of ref-
erence to personal conduct beyond fac-
tual conduct apply to those who serve
in Government and the executive
branch as well as the legislative
branch?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It ap-
plies to the President of the United
States.

Mr. DURBIN. Does it apply to anyone
else serving in the executive branch?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It ap-
plies to the President of the United
States.

The gentleman from Michigan.
Mr. BONIOR. Parliamentary inquiry,

Mr. Speaker, and this will be the final
comment by me on this issue. We are
eager to get on with the business of the
House. But there are some very fun-
damental issues, as we have heard on
the floor this morning, at stake here.
We are being told that the Speaker is
being placed above criticism and com-
ments.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman is incorrect in drawing that
conclusion.

Mr. BONIOR. The issue that we have
before us in basically closing down
voices. The RECORD of this House is
being changed arbitrarily, committee
meetings are being shut down pre-
maturely. Private meetings on major
policies issues are being held outside
this institution. Members are being
gagged on the House floor.

The question I have, Mr. Speaker, is
this going to be the policy of the new
majority in the 104th Congress?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Abso-
lutely not. Absolutely not.

The gentleman has not stated a par-
liamentary inquiry.
f

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
House will proceed with five 1-minutes
per side.
f

CONTRACT WITH AMERICA

(Mr. CHAMBLISS asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. CHAMBLISS. Mr. Speaker, our
Contract With America states as fol-
lows: That on the first day of Congress,
a Republican House will force Congress

to live under the same laws as every-
one else, will cut one-third of commit-
tee staff, and will cut the congressional
budget. We have done that.

In the next 85 days we will vote on
the following 10 items. One, a balanced-
budget amendment and line-item veto.
Two, a new crime bill to stop violent
criminals. Three, welfare reform to en-
courage work, not dependence. Four,
family reinforcement to crack down on
deadbeat dads and protect our children.
Five, tax cuts for families to lift Gov-
ernment’s burden from middle-income
Americans. Six, national security res-
toration to protect our freedoms.
Seven, Senior Citizens Equity Act to
allow our seniors to work without Gov-
ernment penalty. Eight, Government
regulation and unfunded mandate re-
forms. Nine, common sense legal re-
form to end frivolous lawsuits. Ten,
congressional term limits to make
Congress a citizen legislature.

This is our Contract With America.
f

DOUBLE STANDARD

(Mr. DEFAZIO asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. DEFAZIO. Mr. Speaker, I do not
believe that we can have two standards
for speech, I do not believe that we can
change the precedents and the rules of
the House arbitrarily, and certainly in
this Chamber we should not abridge
the first amendment.

I just want to comment that I am not sure
that most of our Members and most of the
public can appreciate how serious a violation
we think the Speaker has engaged in and
how deeply we take this issue.

There are, I think, two different areas we
have to look at to understand why we would
charge this as a total betrayal of trust.
Whether it is a total betrayal of trust be-
cause of his lack of judgment, or whether it
is a total betrayal of trust because of delib-
erate actions I do not think we know yet.

Those are the words of now-Speaker
GINGRICH regarding Speaker Wright on
the floor of the House. He went on fur-
ther to call Speaker Wright a collabo-
rator and a quizzling, and all of these
words were spoken after the ruling
quoted by the Chair of June 15, 1988.
f

THE MORE WE KNOW

(Mr. LEWIS of Georgia asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. LEWIS of Georgia. Mr. Speaker,
‘‘I understand you want to write a
book. I own a publishing company you
know.’’ Could these words have been
uttered in the Rayburn Room just off
the House floor?

Mr. Speaker, the more we know, the
more we have to wonder, what went on
in the backrooms of the Capitol. Only a
full airing of the facts will determine
whether something illicit took place.
Only an outside, independent, counsel
can tell us for sure.

What was said? What was promised?
What is the deal? What is in the con-

tract? It is time that an independent
counsel expose the truth.

Mr. Speaker, do the Republicans have
a contract with America or a contract
with Rupert Murdoch?

No one serves two masters, Mr.
Speaker. No one serves two masters.

f

LET US BEGIN TO SOLVE THE SE-
RIOUS ISSUES FACING OUR NA-
TION

(Mr. WHITFIELD asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. WHITFIELD. Mr. Speaker, the
American people are looking to the
104th Congress more than any Congress
in recent memory with hope and an-
ticipation that we begin to solve the
serious issues facing our Nation. Hard-
working Americans from across the
country have come to Washington to
discuss tax relief for families, term
limits, and unfunded mandates. Mem-
bers of Congress have also traveled
throughout their districts, their re-
spective districts, talking about crime
and welfare reform, a balanced budget
amendment, and a tax policy that cre-
ates more jobs and better salaries.

But, Mr. Speaker, each day on C–
SPAN we listen to some—not all, not
even the majority, but some Members
of the Democratic Party—and all we
hear are attacks on our Speaker, at-
tacks on what he teaches in his college
course, attacks on what he writes, at-
tacks on what he believes. If these sen-
ior Members of the opposing party
spent more time working on sub-
stantive legislation and less time at-
tacking our Speaker, this would be a
better Congress.

f

DOING THE PUBLIC’S BUSINESS IN
A TRULY OPEN AND PUBLIC
FASHION

(Mr. BECERRA asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. BECERRA. Mr. Speaker, 2 weeks
ago America was told that this body
was taking action to ensure that just
about everything we do is done in full
public view. No secrets and nowhere to
hide—and that is exactly the way it
should be.

But now, in an ironic twist, it ap-
pears that there is an effort by some to
silence any and all discussion of the
Speaker’s potentially lucrative book
deal.

The citizens of this country deserve
to know what kind of financial ar-
rangements have been made in this
book deal and what has been discussed
behind closed doors that may affect
public policy.

There are a lot of things we do not
know about the book deal. And that
has to raise serious questions and con-
cerns about possible improprieties and
conflicts of interest.
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